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REQUEST FOR REVIEW BY THE FCC
THIS LETTER IS AN APPEAL

Person to contact to discuss this appeal:

Jack Rienstra

PO Box 432

Hudson, Ohio 44236
330-701-7696 Phone
330-541-2392 Fax
jrien1016@aol.com Email

Applicant Information:

Cuyahoga Falls City School District
Cuyahoga Falls City School District - Neonet

BEN - 129531

SPIN - 143022719

APP# - 788856

FRN - 2134362

Funding Commitment Decision Letter for FY 2011
Appeal Narrative:

The Form 471 was filed for FRN 2134362 with a funding request of $35,187.00. The
PIA reviewer requested additional information to support the original funding request of
$35,187.00 for this FRN. Due to some confusion concerning what needed to be sent
and incomplete contract file records on the part of the district, the other two schedule 1-
a contract amounts, which were needed to support the original funding request amount,
were never sent to the PIA reviewer (there were three schedule 1-a amounts and only
one was sent).

A written request from PIA to reduce the funding amount on FRN 2134362 was never
sent to the district or received by the district for their review and approval. (There was
another FRN under review by PIA, FRN 2134373, where the funding amount was
reduced. A written request from the PIA reviewer was received by the district contact
person to authorize the reduction in this funding amount, which was completed by the

No. of Copies rec'd Q
List ABCDE i

—
——



district contact and returned to PIA). PIA should have sent a written request to the
district contact person to authorize a reduction in funding on FRN 2134362, or to give
the district contact person a chance to investigate the huge difference in the funding
approval amounts.

The vendor, NEONET, did supply the district with the other two schedule 1-a contract
amounts after the Funding Commitment Decision Letter was issued and they noticed
the discrepency. Even though the district planned to appeal the Funding commitment
decision on FRN 2134362, a Form 486 was filed in case the appeal process took longer
than the allowed time frame to file a Form 486.

Based on the three Schedule 1-a's, which should have been sent, the reduction should
have been to $ 35,060.97. Attached are all three of the schedule "1-a" sections of the
contract, which support the funding amount originally requested. The PIA reviewer
never sent a written request to the district contact person for them to approve the
reduction or to have a final chance to investigate the discrepency. We believe that any
other communication, whether it was verbal or on an unsigned fax cover sheet would
not have been sufficient per USAC procedures to authorize this reduction. As a result
of this, we ask for a favorable decision on this appeal so the complete funding amount
will be approved. Thank you.

Sincerely,

) N/ L.
fo? Wiy
Pat McKinney y

Technology Coordinator
Cuyahoga Falls City School District
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Funding Commitment Decision Letter for FY 2011
Appeal Narrative:

The PIA reviewer requested additional information to support the original funding
request of $35,187.00 for this FRN. Due to confusion on the part of the district and the
consultant who replied to this PIA request, the other two contract amounts were never
sent to the PIA reviewer and the confiming email from the PIA reviewer advising of a
reduction in the funding amount was never reviewed prior to authorizing this reduction.
Based on the three contracts which should have been sent, the reduction should have
been to $ 35,060.97. The PIA reviewer did not do anything wrong, the district and the
consultant did not provide that person with all three of the contracts, only with one.
Attached are all three of the schedule "A" sections of the contracts, which support the
funding amount originally requested. We ask for a favorable decision in this appeal so
the complete funding amount will be approved. Thank you.

Sincerely,
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Universal Service Administrative Company
Schools & Libraries Division

Administrator’s Decision on Appeal — Funding Year 2011-2012

September 26, 2011

Pat McKinney

Cuyahoga Falls School District
431 Stow Ave.

Cuyahoga Falls, OH 44221

Re: Applicant Name: CUYAHOGA FALLS SCHOOL DISTRICT
Billed Entity Number: 129531
Form 471 Application Number: 788856
Funding Request Number(s): 2134362
Your Correspondence Dated: September 20, 2011

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries
Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) has made its
decision in regard to your appeal of USAC's Funding Year 2011 Funding Commitment
Decision Letter for the Application Number indicated above. This letter explains the
basis of USAC's decision. The date of this letter begins the 60 day time period for
appealing this decision to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). If your
Letter of Appeal included more than one Application Number, please note that you will
receive a separate letter for each application.

Funding Request Number(s): 2134362
Decision on Appeal: Denied

Explanation:

e After a complete review of your appeal, USAC has determined that during the
initial review process, PIA correctly reduced this request for Email Hosting
service from the original pre-discount request of $2,932.25 per month ($35,187.00
per year) to $370.42 per month ($4,445 per year) per vendor documentation
supplied by Cuyahoga Falls School District and upon your agreement to reduce
the FRN accordingly, and the FCDL was subsequently issued on July 19, 2011.
On appeal, you have provided additional documentation and state that the
adjusted FRN should have been to $35,060.97.

In your appeal, you did not show that USAC’s initial determination during the
review process was incorrect.

100 South Jefferson Road, P.O. Box 902, Whippany, New Jersey 07981
Visit us online at: www. usac.org/sl/















